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DETAILED ACTION 

The request filed on 08/10/2001 for a Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) under 37 
CFR 1 .53(d) based on parent Application No. 09/395,666 is acceptable and a CPA has been 
established. An action on the CPA follows. 

Specification 

1 . The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any 
errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the black coating" in line 13. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Regarding claim 2, it is confusing and unclear what the meant by "an absorption axis of 
the polarizing plate is inclined to a delay axis of the phase plate ..." (line 10), "the delay axis of 
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the phase plate is inclined to an alignment direction ..." (line 13), "an absorption axis of the 
reflecting polarizing plate ... is inclined to an alignment direction ..." (line 17) (emphasis added). 
According to the specification and drawings, all the polarizing plate, the phase plate and 
alignment layers are parallel to each other; therefore, those axis cannot be inclined as claimed, 
those axis are just different from each other by angles set as forth in claim 2. Correction to the 
language is suggested to clarify the claimed subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamaguchi et 
al.,US Patent No. 6,067,136. 

Regarding the above claims, Yamaguchi et al. disclose a liquid crystal display (LCD) 
device comprising: 

• an LCD cell (10) having a pair of transparent substrates (1, 2), a super twisted-nematic 
liquid crystal layer (6) therebetween, a pair of transparent electrodes (3, 4), a pair of alignment 
layers inherently forming on the pair of transparent electrodes; wherein the retardation value is 
1600nm (col. 8, In. 55). 
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• a reflective polarizing film including a combination of a transparent scattering layer 
(13) and a light absorbing layer (14); 

• a polarizing plate (11); 

• a phase plate (12) having a retardation value of 1600nm (col. 8, In. 57); 

• an absorption axis of the polarizing plate is different from a delay axis of the phase 
plate, the delay axis of the phase plate is different from an alignment direction of the upper 
alignment layer and an absorption axis of the reflecting polarizing plate is different from an 
alignment direction of the lower alignment layer by angles as claimed (figure 2). 

Yamaguchi et al. do not disclose a black layer of an acrylic resin as a light absorbing 
layer. However, it is notoriously well known in the art that black layer of an acrylic resin based 
material is one of such materials commonly used for the light absorbing layer in the liquid crystal 
display art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a black layer of an acrylic resin for the Yamaguchi et al. light 
absorbing layer (14) because the use of one conventional material over another merely depends 
on the desire of the manufacturer and/or the availability and practicality of the material for the 
chosen manufacturing process. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Examiner Dung Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 305-0423. The 
fax phone number for this Group is (703) 308-7722. 

Any information of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 
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08/22/2001 




William L. Sikes 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 2871 



